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July 7,2004 

cI~&an Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE; WC'Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunicatims services to ' 
accomplish many every day tasks, fkom looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch \vjth family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying 'in-state" access cbarges and oth& fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, p ~ k u l a r l y  those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and athet means necessary ia subsmie to Id 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable mw. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the o d y  option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be I& without access to telephone service. Raising the priOe of prepaid 

' 

calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least a f € d  priw increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
deslroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantagd consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not scl1 the calling .card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impow new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
SCrViCeS. 

ccs: ' Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Codss ioner  K8vb h4artin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
congressperson . 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street.) S.W. 

RE: W C  DOCketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC sbould not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simply &we up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino bousehoIds use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used ptcpaid cards- Pre-paid &g cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices heady holding fixed and low income consumem hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone sewice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are cm fked incomes depend entirely upon prepaid sexvice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, cousumers can make d l s  from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use thtse cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily. appobtments that w e  all have. 

T simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fces on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of,such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for consumer interests Over WipOrate gain by keeping 
affordnbIe prepaid caning 4 s  a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abarnatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 

.-Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino commuqi@ is padcularly sensitive to any pdce hcrease for pre-paid callmg CBfdS; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have USGd prepaid cards. Pre-paid c d b g  cards are so p a l e n t  m par& bacause 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding faed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-incams 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid scrvice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connd"  as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges &nd fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiarjes of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer iaterests over coiporatc gain by keeping 
sflordable prepaid d i n g  cards (L priority. 

ccs: CommiSsioner MiGhad Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen A b e d y  
Commissioner Kevin Mertin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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J~ily 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washhgtm, DC 20554 

a 0 0 5  

RE. W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Cbairmirn Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access cbarges and fws upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to &crease the cost of these cards, you w i U  simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commuIlitics. 

The Latino community is p ~ c u l a r l y  sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cads; 
approxhately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. he-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, m y  low-inoome 
households who are on fxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because thcy cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon Wore 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members aud neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "cannected" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have, 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC w u l d  impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some o f  the nation's 1argesL telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for eonsumer interests over coiporate gain by keeping 
af€ordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael copps 
Commissioner Kathteen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Maitin 
Commissioner Jonathan Addstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these &, you will simply drive up the GO& €or minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay h touch in their 0C)lmmunities. 

The Latino community i s  particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. he-paid calling cards are so p a h t  in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and mik prices already hoiding k e d  and low income consumers bostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone serVice costs as well. In pdcular, many Iow-income 
households who ate on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid Service because they canslot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon More 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, conswm can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of h i f y  members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay LLcomected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the ather daily appohtmemts that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the Iargest beneficiaties of.such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interm mer co&orate gain by keepiug 
affordable prepaid calling cards a prioritg. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Manin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
4.45 12th sire S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

@I 007  

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Tf you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase fox prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid 4 s .  Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent iu part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and law income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be heed with rising telephone senice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are. on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or befly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls &om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use tbese cards to stay ''txxmectcd" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

\ 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest bendidarhs of such 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for consumer interests over cofpornte gab by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner MGhael Copps 
Commissioner Kathlesn Abemthy 
Cornmissioncr Kevin Martin . 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th S l J a ,  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cerds. Ifyou 
move to ihcrease the cost oftbese cards, you will’simply drive up the cost fer minority or . 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their c0mmunitie-a 

The Latino comrnun& is pdcuIwiy sensithe to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use tbem. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have uscd prepaid cards. &paid calling cards am so pvdtmt in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding k e d  and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed mcomes depend entirely upon prepaid s&ce because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls &om payphones or tbc telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We G B ~  use these cards to stay ”connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointmeds that we all have. 

I simply find it un&agiuabIe that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest teIephone companies d d  be the largest beneficiaries of&& 
charges. The FCC should stand ~rp for comsumer interests aver coiporate gdn by keeping 
affordable prepaid colling cards a phority. 

smcerefy, 
3 

Commissioner Kathleen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevh Martin 
Commissioner hatbaa  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Conwssperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

- -  

E WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Pawell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay ia touch in thet communiPies. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for p-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and mi& prices already holding fixed and low income mnsumcrs hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as wtll, In particular, many low-income 
households nho are on fjbed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because.they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphoncs or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can we these cards to stay "conneded'' as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the odrer daily appomtmcnts that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. . 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should etand up for consumer interests aver cokporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a pAority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael C o r n u  
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Sepator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC DocketNO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC sbould not impose new access charges aid fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. Ifyou 
move to hicrease the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvataged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling car&, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Tndeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid wds. -paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. Zn particular, numy low-income 
households who are on faSea incomes depend entirely upon prepaid sewice becaw they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “co~cctcd’’ as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telepbone companies would be the largest beneficiees of such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for consumer interests Over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

chainnan Michael Powell 
FderaI caonmunicat.ims ComrnisEian 
445 12th S.W. 
Washgtoa, bC 20554 

RE WC Dooket NO. 03-133 

ChainmenPOweU: 

aid calling cards. Ifyou 
e cost fbr minority or 

disadvantaged individuals to stay in 

The,Latino wmmunity is particularly sensiti 
apPr0;ximately 43% of Latino households we 
below $2O,OOO have used prepaid cards. Re-paki 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not bc faced with rising ttlephone service cads as well. In particdar, many low-income 
households who art OIJ fixed deppnadddyupon p p i d  swvice becaugethey cannot 

tbht~ocdphcm’compa~ies insist upon  re 
make c d s  &rm payphanos or the telephones 

c # ~ ~ t h Q s e  cards to stay ’%onwad- as we look for 
dfas~dailyappbintmentsthatwaUhavs. 

Id impose ne-w Ehargas and on these c a d s .  . 
ts would bc the lergm buladnGiw ofw& 

in~ovarcoiporate*byl;septag 

Commissioner Kathlean Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marbh 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsteh 
Sanator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Poweil 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S-W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges arid fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. zfyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drim up the cost for minority or 
disadvadtaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for p p a i d  cdhg cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, haIf of the households with incomw 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are 60 prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money- 

With gas and milk prices already holding fsed and low income C O ~ S U r n e r S  hostage, we should 
not be. ficed with rising telephone service costs M w t l l .  In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fad incomes depend entirely upon prepaid strvice because they cannot 
meet thc credit rating or h e  deposit requiremonts that local phone companies insist upon Worn 
getting a phone. With pr@d cards, consilcners can make calls from payphones or the telcphones 
of family members and n&ghbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "wmected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fbes on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. "%e FCC sbodd stand up for cousumer interests over coiporatc gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemafhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner hnathan Adelstejn 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 126 streg S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access chug= and fces upon prepaid 4Iing cards. lfyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost fbr minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch ia their communities. 

The Latino community is pSrticuMy sensitive to any price increase for'pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of btino households w e  them, Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid mds. Pre-paid calling cards are SO prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and mi& prices a M y  holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be'facod with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid Service because t f q r  m o t  
meet &e credit rating or hefiy deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consurnefg can make calk fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule msllly of the other daily appoiutments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest teelephone companies would be the largest bcncfciaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests aver coiporzfe gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid &ng cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

chairman h!€ich€EI Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s w  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you vvill simply drive up the CM for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their comxxnmities. 

The Latino community is parb‘cularly Sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latiuo households use them. Indeed, half of the households witb incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards- Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income 
households who are on h e d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requimnents that local phone compaaies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prcpaid cards, consumers can make calls fkom payphones or the telephones 
of f d l y  members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “cormecced” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appahents  that we all have. 

I simply kind it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Sone of the nation’s largest tekphone compaaies would be the Iargest beneficiaries ofsuch 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over coJpornte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Miciael a p p s  
Commissioner xctrthleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin . 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspaon 



07/14/2004 11:30 FAX 

July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th streef S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon Prclpaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of thcse cards, you will simply drive up h e  cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their mmmmities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any prim increase for pre-paid calling car'ds; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,006 have used prepaid cards. &paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
thy save consumers money. 

With &as and mik prices already holdiig fmed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
hoyeholds who are on fared mwmes depend er~tinIy upon pepaid d c e  because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that I d  phone cmpanies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h r n  payphones or the tslephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments thst we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficihes of such 
charges. T h e  FCC should m n d  up for consumer inttrcsts over coipotate @B by keeping 
affordabIe prepaid calling 4 s  a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner ki ichel  c o p s  
Commissioner Kathleen Abernsthy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

WasKington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost fix minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is paro'cularly sensitive to any prke increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use &em. J n d d  half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 haw used prepaid cards. &paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
hey save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income Consumm hostage, we should 
not be k e d  witb rising telephone service costs as well. h particular, many low-income 
households who are 00 fixed incomes depend entitely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befbre 
gettiug a phone, With prepaid cards, c0nsu.me.r~ can maJce calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay " c o n n d "  as we look fix 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all have. 

I shnply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges an4 fees on thes  cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies wauld be the largest beneficim-es o f  such ' 

charges. The IFCC shonld staad up for consnrner interests over co@orate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner MichaeI Copps 
CommissbnerKaWeeu Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
C&issioner J O M ~  Adelstein 
Senator 
S m b r  
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and f h s  upon prepaid calling wds. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or , 

disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price iocrease for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. h p d d  calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding k e d  and low income consumers h o q e ,  we should 
not be faced with rising telephone sewice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entireIy upon propaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can m& calls h m  piiypbmes or the tclepbones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay c'comected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoinhnents that w e  all have. 

\ 

I simply f i d  it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone compmies would be the lrrrgest beneficim'es of such 
charges- The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over co+orate gain by keeping 
affordabIe prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Ab- 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
SeIUtor 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission ' 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th strset, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should aot impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you wiIl simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% o f  Latino bouseholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part b m s e  
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already balding €ked and low income wnsumm hostagc, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, mamy low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upan prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that I d  phone oompaoies insist upon -re 
getting a phone. With prepaid wds, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards- 
Some of tbe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of hch 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for consumer interests over coipOrate gaiu by keeping 
affordable prepaid colling cards a prioriiy. 

 omm missioner m e e n  A b e m  
Commjssioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelst& 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th stteet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE2 W C  Dockt NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell : 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority w , 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their c~munities. ,  

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ogthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid catds. Pre-paid callhg cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk p r k s  already holding fad and Iow income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many tow-income 
househoIds who are on W incomes depend enfirely upon pmpaid senice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone cmmpdes insist u p  before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make c d s  16.om pqphkmes or the tdcphones 
of fmily membrs and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay L ~ d n  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule marry of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the ndon's largest telephone companies would be the 1arges.t beneficiaries of m b  
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer iaterests over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

as: commissioner MCIWI copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Comrnksioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th stre S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should mot impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. If yon 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minoriry or 
disadvdagd individuals to sttry in touch in their comu~unities. 

The 'Latino community is particularly sensitive to any prke increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households use l&em. Indeed, haIf of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid callhg cards are so prevaIent in part because 
they save 'consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices abeady holding fad and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be f a d  with rising telephone service msts 8s well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on ked incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannoi 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit rkquiremmts that local phone compauies h i s t  upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use &ma cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the orher daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telcphone companies would be the large? beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for mummer interests over ooiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael -z 
Commissjoner KarJlleen Abenrathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powcll 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

W: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fbes upon prepaid d i n g  cards. If you 
move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities., 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price hacrease for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% o f h t i n o  households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. &-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone s d c e  costs as well. In particular, many low-incame 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he* deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon Wore 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We cam use these cards to my "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the odrer daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on thew cards, 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC sbould Btand up for ansumer i n f e d  aver &ipOrate g a b  by keeping 
afiordable prepaid calling CaFdS a priority. 

Sincerely, I 

Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissjoner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael PoweU 
Federal Communications Comrnissjon 
445 12th Street, S.W, 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE. W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telmmmunications serviceS to 
accdmplisb many every day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in. 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fm upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and othw consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying ''in-state" access charges and other fees on 
cemh prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particuIarly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credir history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards & the only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone scrvioe. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals wbo can least mod price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a subStantia1 increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calliag cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telcphonc companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; &us making these sewjots substantially less affbrdabla. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fces on prepaid caning card 
services. 

.J 

ccs: ' Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Karbltcn Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 

. Senator 
Congressperson , 
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July 14,2004 

Dear Honorable Michael Copps: 

I respectfully request that you reject the request to increase fees on prepaid phone cards. 
These fees couid dramatically increase the rate for affordable &g cards that are used 
by millions of Americans. Americans who use these cards are most often low-income 
families, m i I i t q  personnel, minorities, recent immigrants, college students, young adults 
and senior citizens. 

These f w  would place a burden on Americans who do not have, or cannot Hod, their 
own phone service. With prices already rising for gas, milk, and other necessities, 
consumers cannot afford higher prices for phone calls as welL The Southeastern region 
of Ohio, which I represent, has been especially hard hit. 

I hope you will take time to consider the effect these new fees on pre-paid calling card , 
s will have on the consumer and reject the proposed fee increase. 

enaior 
20E Senate District 

JP/j lp 


